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May; not observed during the autumn migration. Ten 
specimens, in full breeding-plumage, have the wing 3°3 to 3°7 
inches, and tail 2°6 to 3'1; minor wing-coverts green, edge 
of wing and axillaries sulphur-yellow. 


122. ANTHUS BLAKISTONI, Swinhoe. 

Common from the middle of October to the beginning of 
April. In the males the wings vary in length from 3-4 to 
3'7 inches, and the tails from 2°75 to 2°9; in females the 
wings measure 3°25 to 3°45, and the tails from 2°5 to 2°9. 
Birds shot in Gilgit in November agree perfectly with Mr. 
Swinhoe’s type of Anthus blakistoni from Amoy, with which 
I have compared them. 


[To be continued. | 


XXXVI.—Note on Harpa novie-zealandie. By WALTER 
li, Burner, CNIG., Se.D., ERS: 


THROUGH some miscarriage, I have only lately received my 
copy of ‘The Ibis’ for October 1879, which contains a 
paper by Professor Hutton on Harpa nove-cealandie. Not 
having seen it before, I wish now to offer a few observations 
in reply. 

Prof. Hutton’s argument against the recognition of two 
species, although supported by a table of measurements, rests 
on too many bare assumptions to be of much value in deter- 
mining this vexed question. For example, he assumes that 
since the publication of ‘The Birds of New Zealand’ I 
have examined on/y the two specimens mentioned in the 
seventh volume of the ‘Transactions of the New-Zealand 
Institute.’ He assumes that Mr. Sharpe “doubts the accuracy 
of the labels attached to the British-\luseum specimens ” 
simply because Mr. Sharpe, in his ‘ Catalogue of Birds,’ has 
quoted the dimensions of the sexes from my work. He 
assumes (with Mr. Potts) that Dr. von Haast was “ mis- 
taken in supposing that he got his bird from the uest and 
determined its sex” and that he only “ guessed at its sex.” 
He assumes that Mr. Fuller, the taxidermist, was wrong in his 
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determination, by dissection, of the sex of the bird mentioned 
by me in the Trans. N.Z. Instit. vol. vii. p. 213. 

I think it may be fairly urged that when every thing is 
thus assumed in favour of a particular line of argument, even 
in the face of direct evidence to the contrary, the result 
is not entitled to very much weight. But let us look for a 
moment at Prof. Hutton’s table of measurements, and see 
what his facts amount to. He gives the dimensions of twelve 
specimens, of which on dissection two proved to be females, 
nine males, and one of doubtful sex. 

I have only to “ assume ” that Prot. Hutton has made a 
mistake with the sex of his specimen B, and his whole case 
falls to the ground. But even admitting that he is right, I 
cannot see that his argument is at all conclusive; for his 
female specimen B gives a wing-measurement only °25 of 
an inch longer than that assigned by me to the female of the 
smaller species ! 

My principal object, however, in writing is to point out 
that Prof. Hutton somewhat misrepresents me in stating that 
“Dr. Buller is mistaken in saying that the name of H. ferox 
has priority over H. australis; for H. australis was given in 
1841, and H. ferox not until 1848.” 

In my “ Notes on the Ornithology of New Zealand,” pub- 
lished in the sixth volume of the ‘ Transactions of the New- 
Zealand Institute,’ I made the following statements :— 

“ Mr. Sharpe has pointed out that the name of Falco brun- 
neus of Gould has been preoceupied by Bechstein, who thus 
called the Common Kestrel of Europe, and that consequently 
our bird, if allowed to be distinct from H. nove-zealandie, 
must bear another title. Mr. Sharpe considers that this 
should be Mieracidea australis (Homb. et Jacq.) ; but it seems 
to me that this is only a synonym of the older species, and that 
the right name to fall back upon is Falco ferox of Peale 
(U. 5. Expl. Exped. 1848, p. 67).” 

Wellington, N. Z. 
March 26, 1881. 


